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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a First Action for Application no. 10/615,791 filed on July 10, 2003 
wherein claims 1 -4 are presented for examination. 

Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(aHd), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US 
Patent 6,917,176 to Schempf et aL 
[claim 1] 

As shown in Figures 1-3, Schempf teaches a cylindrical tube probing device (12) 
having a casing with a camera and wheel members (52 and 28) disposed on the casing, 
the device being characterized in that when a spacing between the wheel members 
disposed at respective sides of said casing is enlarged, support frames (52) which are 
disposed on said casing and on which the respective wheel members are disposed are 
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moved in a vertical direction in unison with said enlarging or contracting motion, and a 
center of a lens (64, Fig. 3) disposed in said camera is located at a center of a 
cylindrical tube (Col 6 Lines 24-30, Col 7 Lines 24-37), 
[claim 2] 

As shown in Figure 7, Schempf teaches the wheel members (52) are each 
connected to the casing via hinge members (38) (Col 8 Lines 58-59). 
[claim 3] 

As shown in Figure 7, Schempf teaches the use of a side run-out preventing 
member (Col 9 Lines 24-42). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 3,761,623 to Hara et al. in view of US Patent 4,537,136 to Douglas, 
[claims 1-3] 

As shown in Figure 2, Hara teaches the use of a cylindrical tube probing device 
having a casing with a camera (2) and wheel members (16) disposed on the casing (Col 
2 Lines 46-67). Hara teaches the wheels are moveable for use in different size pipes 
(Col 2 Lines 51-53). As shown in Figure 2, Hara teaches the connection of the wheels 
using a pivotally connecting means which appears to include a hinge and run-out 
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preventing member. Hara does not specifically teach the wheels moving with the 
enlarging or contracting motion as required by claim 1. 

Douglas teaches a similar cylindrical tube probing device in Figure 1 . Douglas 
further teaches the use of moveable wheels in order to bring the wheels into contact 
with the inner wall of a pipe to be inspected (Col 2 Lines 3-16). Douglas teaches the 
moveable wheels (24) are connected to the housing using a hinge and run-out 
preventing member (Col 2 Lines 3-5 and Lines 6-10). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the wheel moving 
means of Douglas with the cylindrical tube probing device of Hara in order to bring the 
wheels into contact with the inner wall of a pipe to be inspected as taught by Hara. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schempf 
as applied to claims 1-2 above, and further in view of US Patent 6,887,014 to Holland, 
[claim 4] 

As shown above Schempf teaches the cylindrical tube probing device of claims 1 
and 2. Schempf does not teach the use of a track means instead of wheels. Holland 
teaches a similar cylindrical tube probing device which includes a camera and hinging 
means (22) with the use of tracks (20a, 20b, 20c) to propel the device (Col 5 Lines 40- 
43 and 49-52, Col 6 Lines 14-18, Fig. 4). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to use to track means of Holland with the 
device of Schempf as tracks are a well know alternative to wheels (Official Notice). It 
would have further been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to use rubber tracks as rubber is a well know material for wheels and tracks 
(Official Notice). 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hara and 
Douglas as applied to claims 1-2 above, and further in view of US Patent 6,887,014 to 
Holland, 
[claim 4] 

As shown above Hara and Douglas teach the cylindrical tube probing device of 
claims 1 and 2. Hara and Douglas are silent on the use of a track means instead of 
wheels. Holland teaches a similar cylindrical tube probing device which includes a 
camera and hinging means (22) with the use of tracks (20a, 20b, 20c) to propel the 
device (Col 5 Lines 40-43 and 49-52, Col 6 Lines 14-18, Fig. 4). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use to track 
means of Holland with the device of Hara and Douglas as tracks are a well know 
alternative to wheels (Official Notice). It would have further been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use rubber tracks as rubber is a 
well know material for wheels and tracks (Official Notice). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent 5,650,579 to Hatley et al 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Erick Rekstad whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7338. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on 571-272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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